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this method , a plurality of non-precision landing approaches are 
selected for presentation on a display in accordance with, 
verified conditions relating to the precision of measurements of 
parameters used in implementing the non-precision landing 
approach. Gibbs and Harenberg, considered alone or together, do 
not teach or suggest this feature, and the Office Action does not 
propose otherwise. 

Accordingly, the Applicants submit that the Gibbs and 
Harenberg, considered individually or in combination, do not 
render obvious the subject matter defined by claim 21. 
Independent claim 37 similarly recites the above-mentioned 
feature distinguishing method claim 21 from the applied 
references, but with respect to an apparatus. Therefore, 
allowance of claims 21 and 37 and all claims dependent therefrom 
is warranted. 

Claim 22 recites selecting a plurality of non-precision 
landing approaches for presentation on a display in accordance 
with verified conditions relating to the uncertainty of a 
measured position value of the aircraft. Gibbs and Harenberg, 
considered alone or together, do not teach or suggest this 
feature. Therefore, allowance of claim 22 is warranted for this 
independent reason. 
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In view of the above, it is submitted that this application 
is in condition for allowance and a notice to that effect is 
respectfully solicited. 

If any issues remain which may best be resolved through a 
telephone communication, the Examiner is requested to telephone 
the undersigned at the local Washington, D.C. telephone number 
listed below. 



Attorney Docket No. L7307. 04104 
STEVENS DAVIS, MILLER & MOSHER, L.L.P. 
1615 L Street, N.W. , Suite 850 
P.O. Box 34387 

Washington, D.C. 20043-4387 
Telephone: (202) 785-0100 
Facsimile: (202) 408-5200 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: July 25, 2007 
JEL/DWW/att 




3 



